on the one hand "bad" individuals make a "good"
society impossible, while on the other a "bad55 struc-
tural organization of society distorts the character of
the individual, and while it can never prevent the
emergence of an occasional saint it does prevent the
people-as a whole from living Christian lives.1

For example, if it were the universal rule to hit
everyone over the head with a tomahawk, the Church
really could not content itself by asking individuals to
hit more gently and less frequently. It would be bound
to advise the community to "abolish tomahawks." It
would not be the business of the Church to advise the
secular authorities how to organize society without
tomahawks; but the fact that some political party
which happened to be advocating regular courts of law
supported by an adequate police force might gain
political advantage from the pronouncements of the
Church could not excuse the Church from condemning
tomahawks as something calculated to prevent the
generality of men from living Christian lives. Nor
could the Church be affected by the argument of those
who said that without the "inducement" of tomahawks
there would be no way of persuading the people to
practise physical training.

Why is it then that the Church has always had a
great deal to say to the individual about the quality of

1 I have here referred to Christianity for the first time. In the
next pages I shall seek to show how Christianity could perform
an essential function within the new community as it would be
developed in our own country. I believe the other great religions
could perform a similar function for those who accept their faiths
if they were minded to work out, in their own different conditions,
a way of life along the lines I have here described. I am bound,
however > to work out my argument in terms, of Christianity, as it
is the only religion of which I have at least a layman's knowledge.
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